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iE_J . TNGKRlNG SHADOW 

rit’cs Distort Evidence 

- j - jine warren rcpuri 

4oouf Kennedy 


] than Ihe way ihoy ipc ihe holes 
Ja^ the prcsidenf‘s*-:sujrTirckc 
and siiirl? Neither Lane. Ep* 
stein nor Weisberg chalicnscs 
the Warren rcpuri evidence that 


agents who reported the spccu 
ve Misleading Reports ^a*‘ve conversation of patholog* 

of Details, Incidents * knowing the whole 

story; there were the three 

pathologists who left a corrobor- 


OITOP ' MOTC: Tn* It Ihr Ih r« 

'qUnrn* ef on A>i3<io:ed Pren 

^f/ 01 Soon cr*t.ca-ni «; ir.» aling detail of cvidcnce out of shirt. 

coni. " 

there was a 


the lop of the 
collar and Ln inches to the right 
of the center b«nck seam of the 
coal” and a hole in the shirt 
*‘5“i inches below the too of the 
collar and I'j inches to the right 
of the middle of the back of the 


-r^n Ccn'niiiio.i Rto>rr oi* c&ni* 

lo c:kol conicnit of me re l^C aulopsy rcpOfl; 


By BKRN.Aftl) CAV7EK 
and SID MOODY 

CAP ^ewifrgTurri 

III-TJIE AUTOPSY 


pathologist who burned a draft 


“That evidence is compat- 
ible with a bullet pas.sing 

of the aulopsy in his fireplace;! president’s back, 

,u- u • j / inches below the neck,” Lane 

the.-, were harried reporters at 5,^5 book. 

... ^ ^ Parkland .M.rmorial Hospital u*nich^..a i«..« . .u u i 

he W.trrcn Commission did^u. • ''<^*sburg lowers the hole a 

ke an stake It had connas- ° ^ describing it in 

^ c 1, as jjoclors were speculating in dc- his book as “six inches down 

' scribing the president’s throat /coni (he collar. Nm in ihn 

• wound as an entry wound. 'tncck.” He drops the key words 

..ch c-.uld have been made The . critics-most /olably (-‘“P , 

rl o( he record, but waa \ur\/i F,iu-ra I t-ps.cm, in his book, publish- 

t: X-i y, and pbolo-raphs ” ' « Photographs which show 

^cn a: Ihe aulopsv of Pr«i- "«>so<-Tg- ■ «,e garmculs on a hanger. 

nl Jd' F k rl nieanings The holes can he seen clcar- 

. / * * . V . these things lo make the | “These photographs . . , 

aa 1/4. se p;io:ographs been autopsy findings suspect or i omitted from the War- 

ote as commission exhi- tarnished. report and the 26 volumes 

, the orpnjjs^iQH 0)ay.ft§.yc. The. ^autopsy repqrUslales qop- 1. ®f s'^PPprting evidence . , . 
n boL ’ I ji^* publish them— as ciusil^ely that Kennedy Avas ’ says. ’He goit them 'from 
hd 6’onsecret by Iwo bullets. One went } *kc National .Xr cji Ives. But 

US. . through his neck. It vtas picture.s. not ocaHy as 

I thef^rtsick -atmosphere he would; anr?hc ^VsVmo.lns'‘'r^^^^^^ 

r iK assawination, th ere have survived. The second bul-: precise, 
c thr * who fell this \v« Struck his skull. It wat Seeing the holes through the 
e^esi' y, that the evidence [eyes of Lane, Epstein and Weis- 
aced under lock and These findings are central to it might scorn that the 
torians of the future 'the single bullet theory. Thi.s which made them could 

geons would .now be through the prcsidenfs neck cl and shirt on any grown m, in 

. I^nd went on to wound Gov. Con- with reasonably w’cll-developcd 

iTe the 'lhn7'oMhl! '’“"y- bullet fhhuld^fs. measure 5’i inches 

.» .....ij u.... theory collapse.^. And so (joc.->^Ji ^ 
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;o could have antiej 
Ibo 

Id bt painted with 


suspi- lhat Lee Harve 
fired the bullets^ 

lies 1 nphasizc 
ler I. -.idents , 
icre ere other acts and 


: lop . 

the right of 


the seam. 


d the commission findings ‘he barren tcpf.n conclusion h'j'^‘ g*;" rightTrm 

cf 0>w“' ■ ■ - * 


aid alone slightly ia> the president's was 
and m.irk the spot with a pencil | 
point or chalk. Where docs this* 
touch the body? The base of the! 
neck. 


Some Clever, 

• Some Absurd 

— .,,.v. The critics have con.slructed Precise Location 

Jcnls v^hich the critics could Ilheir machine of dc.'^iruclion by iw^. ^ j n *l j 
0 up.on and emphasise and election of parts of testimony P f ^ 

•> ' focus They did. ;and parts of evidence tn.ni the President’s' v^ur.?bi^nescrih!id 
' -i a pathologist who ''barren report. ,^omn j,;, . au!-; :y report. F.iil the 

Ir ”0 Mcxacl riot on an au- .l>c<>n clever— and some ahsurri riccisjon not lo introduce the 
-1 h representing a Irnt^- — n^ore absiYnf-frrtMp.Ny X-rays and photographs 
:lwrc were two FBI r,| |-f|* show Those 
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wouDd< -cont ributed to to day 's’cre aled by the critics. None' g'n rounds as we describ- ■ , . v ,u r 
contro' Tsy. Who would have minks that the commission' nn;ir~^ |' Ir-’I'vo of three references to 

known nree years ago that they ;bc re established. One su£?es. , 

would? flion was lhal some nongovern .u nrr«.i'finnrc ic viciKin •» 

And ho made the decision’’ [ mental hmly, such as a group of - ^ 

The • are (uo niajnr ver- junivcTiiily pre.ddcnls or a Ia\> 
sions, iiolh of which writers of jsocicty. should select forensic 
(his n port have gleaned from pathologists to view and analyze 


gica 

ITS of the commission 


the evidence. 

Several agreed with the idea 
Earl l^'^pt'csscd by one former assist- 
' ■ counsel: 


racml 
staff: 

l-'^'lae Chief Justice c.ari 
W^rf^r. who was chairman ofj^nto 
the cormiission is a very hu- “I think they should be open 
mane ; ^d sensitive man. Ouruf to any qualified expert >\ho 
deferer "c to the Kennedy fami* wants lo see them whether he 
ly» csp. cially lo Mrs. Kennedy, is chosen by a college presi* 
Caroline and John-John, he^ dent or Mark Lane himself.** 
decider’ it would be awful if the 
were introduced as evidence 
and Ih 1 published. Me first dC'jdu(;cd formally, 


this, Lane drops th e ■ T v»rd 
"draft.** On Page 66, it becomes 
, "his admission that he de* 

The .\aliunal Archives says siroyed original notes relating 
there are 26 color and 23 black jtQ the autopsy.’* On Page 385, 
and while photographs and H Lane says: "Destroyed evi- 


Xrays. 

Lane Claims 
Pictures Seized 
Mark Lane surrounds the epi- 
sode regarding the X-rays and 
photographs with language un- 
supported by testimony. He 
says, on Page CO of the hard-'' 


iievj While the autopsr X-rays and. cover edition of his book: 
Tce I photographs were not intro- 1 "The X-rays and photogri 
dc- duced formally, it does not '^cre taken from Dr. Humes 

I It i : I •• .M «. n » ........ * nivPM In ihn 


raphs 

and 


informally that this nican that ihcy were no! seen — {siven lo the Secret Service; in- 


says 

dence included the original 
notes prepared and then burnc 
by Commander Humes after Ihv. 
autopsy.’* 

Epstein says* Humes "de- 
stroyed by burning certain 
preliminary notes relating to" 

the aiilospy. "Draft" was 
dropped. 

Epstein then later raises a 
question about the original au- 
topsy report. 

Weisberg writes: "If the com- 


lermlni d 

ividen* ' was not absoluiely 'and that lliov did not show the; f^ced the photographs were ‘ mission had any questions about 
iiccess. y because the autopsy wounds as described in the an- -seized before they were devel- the burning of any kind of his- 
palholc .ists could testify as lo lopsy report. Tlie critics makc'cpcJ- Humes testified that not toric papers, especially undcs- 
detaiJs. ■ said one. Ilhe. point that the photographs even he had seen the photo- cribed ‘preliminary draft notes*. 

2— "Ti.icre were' members of ["ere handed undeveloped lo the ^b^phs ostensibly taken lo as-;ihe transcript docs not reveal 
the sta who out of trial experi- iSccrel Service and that lhey!sist him and the other doctors." it." 

Then on Page 62, he refers No one seems lo wonder why 
to them again, saying "... Humes need have told anyone 
federal police agents con- about it since he did it while he 
fiscalcd the crucial photo- ‘was alone in the privacy of his 
graphs and X-rays . . . C gn- hom e. If he wanted to conceal 
fiscalcd? Seized? Tsi^n^ething, would he raise sus- 

TTumes testified they were ^picion by certifying that he 
turned ;Ovcr" to the Secret] burned a preliminary draft he 


ince f I that the X-rays and were transmitted that way 
o hotos £^rc vital documents in ; eventually lo the care of PiObcrl 
jrcsen^ ng evidence. There was • Kennedy, 
j feeli g that the chief rccog- . 

nized f 2 value of this evidence .Several JVlcn 
out (h the decision lo ktrp-Yfewed Photos _ 

ihem idor scaj/^camc from I . >< .. - 

- ! Alh/.rf ^I.s.mnr an aSSIStHnl .. 


ten. I, i 

vas li i^hc attorrev general in Chjcago, sa>s he but '‘nowhere docs helhad written of the 

11 was libyv decision said Pl'i “'isay they were demanded or that Iport? 

\i;^^ . iJT'^Pl’*’ •'';55'^Pf‘’ *^r' he objected lo releasing them. I The critics make this draft 

district attorney of Philadcl- p^^ so seem part of the autopsy notes 

phia. has staled having seen at evasive or uncertain as lo w hy j themselves. Those notes are 


inolhu 

Nc)l' the chief justice nor 
the S '* itor will c 0 m m e o ( 
about Its or any other aspect 
‘cporl. The only thing 
:nnedy has said puh- 
s a statement he made 
id (hat he was satisfied 
Aald was the assassin, 
most staff members of 


of th 
Sen. 
ii.:> 
in P( 
lhai i 
Whi 
ihe di 
refu.>t 
crilic* 
least 
Long } 
S. Li 
have’ 
|bcgir 
photo, 
inhu. 


least one purported color photo- 
graph. 

They also were examined 
and aulhcnlicalcd last Nov. 1 
by four men intimately con- 
nected with the aul^y: 

Cmdr. James J/^fiimes, sen- 


identified as part of commis- 
sion’s Exhibit 397. And if the 
commission wanted to hide any 
i revisions in the autopsy report 
tion, it would seem the photos *"hich it published, why then 
iwere taken to help Ike doctors'would it have published the au- 

in Humes* hand- 


the photographs were made— 
"ostensibly to assist him (Dr 
Humes) and the other doctors", 
as he puts it. By his construe 


^ jlhat night of the aiilopsv. topsy report 

inded commission have r "'''“IS those revi- 

'0 Pt'l’licly 3n.svvcr the chief palholSll-T^ ?’•'* ’ 

r defend theytporl, at - . 


VO— Joseph /k. 

Cnl.f\ a 
eler 
lid 


?5cp^\. Ball ofjj^g radiologist whn^;k the X- our'x-rav 
CaI.r. and Wesley ^ay.,. and John Jr . a Lt u,at ev 

medical phoi'>sl^aphcr at the had in s.'o t 


, Bclhcida: Capl. John Khersole, 
the X- 


"The X-rays were developed Piece of Evidence 
department on the Was Left Out 
ening. bccau.se we 


apparently was one 


they fell fw^he N'.^v.il'Moiilcal cinler^ o“ 

ig that the .X-rays and who look the photographs ! nhotocranh.s were made for the "“s '"C-'-pl'cably left out 


aphs 

jcd 


should have been 


Most Feci Secrecy 
Sl^.j^ijld Be Ended 
In ’"^^rviews wiih 11 of the 13 
rr'i and four of the l*?-riL-tir 
••• •>, the writers have 

jlcarne.i that a majority now feel 
label should bo re- 
'u because of*‘*imr^dubt 


‘\Vc authenticated each 
Hem," says Boswell, who is 
now in private practice. "As 
Dr. Humes looked over my 
shoulder, I initialed each of 
the color and black and while 1 
photographs. Capl. Khirsolc I 
-Kiilialcd each of the X-rays. . 
There arc various \iew.s ’"di*”*** '^'^''' 


I record and for other purposes." 

Draft of Autopsy 
Report Burned 


of the autopsv report, the writ- 
ers learned. That was the result 
of a microscopic examination of 
neck wound. 

"We conducted microscopic 
Lane, Epstein and Weisherg' examination of tissue removed 
.see somethin:: highly suspicious cooroburaling piece of evidence 
in the .Maiemcnt of Humes that uhirh was incx 'lic.Hi’v 'ell o il 
t‘.i-ro V.. 1 -; an autopsy "draft I - .i.rop.iy r -i; * ; *i? •.• ; * 
personally burned in the Qre- ers learned. That was Uie rc.-»ua 
place of my recreation room. or of microscopic exaniination «'f 

tissue removed from the re.ir 
neck wound. ' 








••We conducted miscrosco- Boswell Admits 
pK— i >«K.inalion of tissue ^f C ’ ^ * 
movul from the neck wound t-rror in wkelch 
area and found foreign sub- 


p«jfils out that the sheets upr^ kaa w 

not published in the Warren re- “apparently be- 

,, , , , port, which was a summation of }l®) . * stated bc- 

_ Boswell has since cleared up;evidencc But they are in Vol Humes’ 

ilacf -5 such as fiber par- | this question. He made the |x VII. Page 4S of the supporting t^limoiy. And Lane has ad- 
tick say^ Buswcll. I He. admits the dot is not volumes. Supprc-sscd’ milled in a published inier- 

Th. would further show that prcci.se - I _ i.. 

the bi:llet which mad* the holes 
in K» incdy’s jacket and shirt 

carrit 1 some material with it; tr\ was,” he explains, “The back wound. He constructs a _ WTiat foes it signify? 

notes describing the point of conclusion that the commission: 
entry arc near this mark and 


To Mark Lane that errant dot H^t be wrote Humes 


"The dot was just meant to [js p^of of a below the shoulder f«'civcd no reply, 
imply where the point of cn- Boswel made the arrow. 


into l.ie neck. 

Why wasn't this in the autop- 
sy report? 

“It was an unfortunate 
ovcr'ighl. It was not inten- 
tionr.',” Roswell says. “I 
would say that three years 
ago we didn't presume that 
it would have been necessary 
to S‘. 'jslantialc uiir findings.” 
Bos ell conlrih'iicd to the 
conln ersy rcgnrdiMg just v ^-.t 
the r .topsy sketch shows oc- 
cause t was he who had placed 
a dot- indicating the entry of a 


give precise measurements 
giving the exact location of 
the wound.” | 

It IS a hallmark of the critic's' 
general scholarship that in zero- 
ing in on this sketch none ol 
them points out that although 
the dot is wKihg, the description 
i.s clear; 14 centimeters down 
from the right mastoid process, 
which is the bony point behind 
the right car, and 14 centime- 
ters in from the right acro- 


b*,tUcl ia-an inc.xact spot. It is mium. which is the lip of the 
below the shoulder and to the shoulder joint. That point, on a 


right 1 the spine 
Crili . 5 Consider 
Skctrli Vital 
The ritics treat this sketch as 
a star ?,xhibil. And it is on this 
dot II f have stood pat 


man of Kennedy’s size, is 
the base of the neck. 


at 


Weisberg goes further. Insisl- 

1 Ing that the error admiltciHy;^ 
And so I h c critics plunge 

ahead coasUiictiiig their case 

“ sa)d. 


“The arrow is meant to imply 
at this wound* of entry went 
from external to internal in an 
upward and inward slanting 
direction,” says Boswell. 

Epstein says there is other 
evidence that a bullet never 
went through the president’s 
neck from back to front. For 
this conclusion, he turns to the 
autopsy itself. 

“The fact that the autopsy 
surgeons were not able to find 
a path for the biilJcl is fur- 
ther evidcDcc that the bullet 
did not pass completely 
through the president’s body,” 
Ko stein says. 


recognized this but had to evade f . ^ \ 

it because U would .upset the 
lone assassin conclusion. 

“A back entrance wound 
was therefore inconvenient, 

«nd, though evidently corro- 
borated beyond doubt by the 
Humes autopsy diagram and 
corroborated by the holes In 
tbc jacket and sbirt, it disap- 
penred,” Lane contends. But 
as t h e report says, it was 
never there— except to such 
scrulioizcrs as Lane. 


thcri 


no error at all. he . 0"® '•’'"Ss on ^bicJUic, 

bases this is Humes Icslimonv 

ORainst iho Warren report. the commission Is Pathologists were unabfe 

. Here s Lpstcin, handling W^parfd m prove ll-.at this orig- ■ Prohes and have them 

■•-^l^.seriptive shce.s. jnal wo.'ldng paper of the autop- s-'h^f^ctorily (a 1 hrou^i any 

Th.y claim it aS'iproel ihjl ' 7?* sheet ,s|iows . front .rmng— not just a little P-'-h. •'l this point. Bui Epstein 

- • diagrams of the presi- ^.'rong hiV^^ Mu'"'* statement 

dents body. (Wrong. Tliey are bly wrong-wrong in a manner I “'at .-attempts to probe in the 
outlines of a human male and that car never be expected from I '''""‘yof this 'vound were un- 
spccifically ihc presidenii. experts in both I "'‘‘hout fear of mak- 

pathology and forensic medi- |‘'*S false passage.” 

s!?oiis‘*f3ke‘!"" Dclcmiincd 

By tie same logic, showing 'During^ Autopsy 
the ®rr®*’s ^ and wrongs of The path was determined dur- 
’’Whitevash —as the writers jpg the autopsy through recog- 
arc doiig hcrc-would amount nizeii pathological procedure in 


woun 
And . 
thro, 
w 0 i. 


was a shallow* back 
and not a neck wound. 

It would mean that the 
.vound was an entrance 
d. And THAT would 
mean another firing position 
a f other assassin. 

The ketch which Lane, Ep- 
d Weisberg refer to is 
Autopsy Descriptive 
which i.s part of Corn- 
Exhibit 397. the written 
the autopsy report. This 
a .standard form— N.MS 
(1-63)— and has the out- 
nalomical foim of the 
ody in front and rear 


not. specifically the president) 
“On the front diagram, the 
throat wound is just below 
Ihc collar line; on the back 
diagram the entrance wound 
Is much farther below the 
collar line. Thus, although 
Commander Humes testified 
in March that the entrance 
wound was above the throat 
wound, during the aulop.sy 
he marked the entrance 
wound below I h c throat 
wound.’’ 


stem 
the 
Sheet, 

drift 
sheet 
PATi 
lined 
male 
views 
paper 
Lar 
each 
the »■ 

were » adc by Humes. On whal Material Suppressed, 

IS Ihiy based? Humes did not • l 
testify lie made the marks |n 
fact, he testified, regarding this Weisberg refcr.s lo this s.amc 


to proving Weisberg is right in 
his charges. 


which it was di.scovcrcd there 
was bruising of the apex, or lip 
of the lung, bruising of the par- 
ietal pleura, or membrane lin- 
ing the lung cage, and bleeding 


j Arrovx Drawn 
. On Bick of Head 

Lane ilso saw something else the strap muscles between 
Icsti- In li;c ailopsy diagrnm.s. tlicrc ^ passed. The 

^vith. is an airow on the back of the ^ 


rking on the i)utlincs 


, , , . . tWronc. Mumc.s d.dn'l make 

t wa.s one of the working mark. A.nd llumc.s’ 

Epstein and \.eisbcrg n,e written descriptive 'details very Plain. Lane 

2 in error in saying that on the diagram i ‘ wes it His way: The hole at the throat 

• n me aiagram i “The diagrams ... show that' ^^ave the character- 

Humes apparently believed a wound because 

bullet K have exiled at the left ! in Parkland 

side of he prc.sidrnl's .skull, for ^ tracheotomy i 

- .-o ^ r, — - he pl.ictd an arrow pointing ^®rc fp’ing to 

sko' •'* ,nd ancllicr hand-dr JMr-mfrtcria I as “suppressed “-ttr-fhio left upon n rn.uk cvidtMdIv *nc mortally wounded pres- 
‘Sk •: . “I notice now that the signifyiig a bullet ci^ry” pa.>iag.. 

' ” mg in some instances wound” 

is not ..ly own, and it is either 
IhaLrf Hmdr. Boswell or Col. 

'*inck. ^ 


•.*. *v 






, • 


Wcisbcrg and I Also« the FBI did not receive | Again, they show how !hcy»o.irJtlpjilry wound. 

. . 


won't buy lha I r-n3i-‘.?;e. autopsy report until chose to get what they did— 

cy ba»'c the KUI sum ^IGo-J. So the FBI couldirt have on entrance wound at the 


>ir. 

wf I they 

iiM y report of Dee. 9, 19S3, .given it careful study, as I.anc 
to l^wilh. says. * 

'1 rh’Bl agents. .Idinjd^WV„, ^ , 

Si^ert and Ffancis X^’Neill. ^ Doesn t 
j^er .Jn ^auiop.HV . Chanrje Reports 

were some Secret Service And when the FBI did .see It 
agens. and turned out a supplemental 

Th' FBI summary report, report. Jan. 13. 1961. no change 


throat. 

Lone needs this to support 
his argiinii'iil that Ihcic was 
a shot or shots fired from the 
gras.sy knoll— the greensward 
pnrallcd to the prc.sidcmial 
motorcade — rather th.m sole- 
ly from Oswald's perch on the 
sl\ih floor of tlic Texas School 


which was not published in the was made because of the FBI . floor of the 
Warr.m report or its supporting practice and tradition of report- 1 Book Depository 
V 0 1 .1 m c s— thereby providing ing what its agents say. | ''Although every doctor who 

othrr fodder for Ine critics — This Jan. 13 report said, jhad .seen the throat wound prior 
said, in part: ‘‘Medical e.xaminatiun of ihc jto the tracheotomy and ex- 


Asked about what questions 
he was asked and what replies 
he made, Perry testified: 

“Well, there were numer- 
ous qiJCSlioDS asked, all the 
questions I cannot remember 
of course. Specifically, the 
thing that seemed to be of 
most interest at that point 
was actually trying to get me 
to speculate as to the direc- 
tion of Ihe bullets, the number 
of bullets, and the exact cause 
of death. 

“The first two questions I 


Medical examination of the' president's bodv rcve.ilcd Hint .pressed a contemporaneous could not answer, and my reply 

t *. ... . I i ! _i At A !A .. ^ 4^ 4 V«a»«% fUnI T ma. 1 l•rk/«tAA 


one •( the bullets had entered 
just below his shoulder to the 
righ» of the spinal column at an 
angl of 4>60 degrees down- 
ware . thnt there was no point of 
exil. md that the bullet was not 
In ll . body." 


president’s body revealed that I the bullet which entered his 

' back had penetrated to a dis- 
tance of less than a finger 
length.’* 

As J. Edgar Hoover vas to 
explain later: 

"The FBI reports record oral 
statements made by autopsy 


Coi eel Version, 
Lai : Claims 


opinion had said that it was a 
wound of entrance," Lane says 
on Page 5.3 of his book, the com- 
mission cho.se to dismiss these 
as erroneous conclusions stem- 
ming from a doctor’s observa- 
tion.s to (he press. 

Let’s see. 

Dr. Charlc.s^//^Carrico. Lane 


physicians while the examina- 
tion was being conduclcil and; doesn’t namc^him as one of the 
before all the facts were know n. | doctors saying there was on cn- 
, ... * k j 4 They reported that Dr. James J. .trance wound at the throat. But 

4 i aiitop.sy surgeon, j Carrico w a.s the first doctor to 

Qj the ^vhal appeared to be ajscc Ihc president. In a written 


to them was that I did not know, 
if there were one or two bullets, 
and I could not categorically 
state about the nature of the 
neck wound, whether it was an 
entrance or an exit wound, not 
having examined the president 
further- 1 could not comment 
on other injuries^ 

Dr. ChnvlcjrR. Baxter. He 
helped with the Irachcolomy. 
On Page 52 of his book Lane 
writes: “Dr. Charles R. Baxter 
lold commission counsel that *il 
would be unusual for a high 




be i le correct 

BulTei hole in the buck below the [report dated at 4:20 pm. on the • n • 4 

f 'early Hoover (FBI probed ii in the 'day of Ihe assassination. CmrH^=!?city mjssUc an 

uir. .or J. Edgar 3 described the wound as a 

W£u ‘JJ^pr^sumc e.xamfcning physiaan* wcrc t’^srijall penetrating wound of the 

Z 3cn\'f explain «-h^he-y "4- fn .he' lower l-J" 

S' Srt-in so O'- P0‘"‘ of -f’^'iclraiim;" in medical ter- 

lop. rcpori m so yiiai a flocii Unknown to af»enls the niinology can mean either cn- 

cvcnluallv“were able France or exit. In his leslimony. 
h.nd sen Studied carefully. The . • ' camco further said that "not 

; throush the body I havins completely evaluated all 


pre 

Cie. 

i;-.! .n, however, docs not per 

mil ie conclusions offered 
the RI. Indeed it flatly contra 
die hem." 

V . the report updated? 

J a certificate dated Nov. 
24. 363, which is part of Corn- 
mi ion Exhibit 207, contain- 
ing the wrillcn autopsy re- 
po. Humes certifies that "all 
W'c ing p a p c r s associated 
wl* Naval .Medical Schcol Au- 
" toj Jleporc A62-272 have rc- 
mined in my j)crsonal 
cu . idy at all times/ Autopsy 
not* s and the hole-graph dratl 
of i..e fin.il rcpori were hand- 
ed to commanding officer. 

'* Na\ al .Medical .School, at 
I TTNovember, IS63." 


exit wound possc.ssing the 
characteristics of the 
dent’s lliront wound." But Lane; 
left out most of the sentence onj 
Page 42. Vol VI, which was a| 
reply Baxter made to a ques- 
tio.n. It says: “Although it would, 
be unusual for a high velocity 1 
missile of this type to cause a' 
described. 


..c, s;.a7£ 'iS I c.™ .1 bjiid., «,i, Ir'' « >:» 

raM J . ^ um.nrf. rfnnnnHinn nnnn fho IV^Cll rCSllUod in tllC SeqUCnd 


In a usual medical situation, depending upon 

i if a person died during an oper- '55.rc. the velocity. Ihc tissue 

I ation, .say for removal of a wart ^Imclurc and io forth." 

I on his finger, the caii.se of death 


would be determined bv an au- 


Press Conference 


|lopsy. If the aulopjy allribultd Bcdlanr, Perry 

'death to heart failure, critol Perry. He per- 

[such as Lane. \Scisberg aiid Ep- P)j-;ncd Ihe Iracheolnmy. so he 
stem— if they arc judged by wound before it had 

.been touched, fn a press coiifcr- 


ignorc the autopsy, look at the 
wart. 

Critics Choose 
Part of Evidence 
Tliis is what they've done on 
Jn^t+siiig on what haimencd 
when the pre-.Mmi wa ; ta' :n lo 
Parkland Meuiorial "iiuiplnil. 


ence in which he had the burden 


sue 
have 

j^jjlwcll resulted in me sequence 
you outline; namely, that the 
anterior wound docs represent a 
wound of exit." 

Dr. Ronald C. Jones. HU 
report described the wound as 
an entrance wound. He lesU- 
ficil as to his reasons for this 
belief, nnd Lane quotes his 
testimony from Page 55, Vol 
VI— up lo a point, an Import- 
ant point. In Lane’s book. 


of trying lo answer moii of the jonm says In part “ ‘You 
que.sllons ril was bedlam." he | ^ould expect more of an ex- 
iitcr tc.^tifird) he was qiioUhf-nv--plo,;ion t^pc of exit wound, 
isaytng the throat wound was an destruction 

I than this appeared to have." 
Three words were lh» ii dtop* 
p it after ‘’Iuhc." ;.ey 
. . on lupcrllclal 
Hon.* 


/ 
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r • 


Loort^-4oo3n’l mention that 'Close Inspection^ 


none of Ihc doctors knew Possible 

was a wound at the back of the . . , 

^ ^ ‘ Why wasn I (he president 

turned over at Parkland? 
Carrico testified; 


I 


neck, 

Entrance Hole , ^ . 

This man was in obvious ex- 
on Back 01 olilill tremc distress :md any more 

Lane and Wciiberg also em- thorough inspection would have 
phasizc that tlie little entrance involved several niLoulcs— well, 
hole on the back of the presi- s c v e r a I— considerable time 
dent’s skull was not seen by the which at this juncture was not 
doctors. Lane’s Ircalment of available. A thorough inspection 
this deserves a close look. would have invoh cd washing 
•‘These eight physicians ex- and cleansing the back, and this 


■mint'd the right occipital 
— paricla] area: each testified 
that he dirt not see a bullet 
bole which (he coinmisuion 
paid was there,'* I-anc writes. 
Then he gives this version of 


is not practical in treating an 
acutely injured patient. You 
have to determine which things, 
which are immediately life 
threatening and cope with them, 
before attempting to evaluate 


the quesdtining of Dr. Wijirfm *he full extent of '.lie injuries. 
Kemp Clark, director of ncu- “Q: Did you ever have occa- 
; rologlcal siirscry ,il prcsiflenfs 

' land Memorial llo.pilal: back? 

*'Q: Now you described the Carrico: No sir. Bc- 

masslvc wound at the lop of the ^ore-well in trying to treat an 
Prcsldtiifs head, with the brain a<^cquatc venhiation and you 
protruding; did you observe any establish adequate 

other hole or wound on the pres* eirculalion. Before this was 
Idcnt'S head*’ armmntIchAil nrAcirtnnI'c 


“Dr. Clark: No, sir; I did 
not.*' 

And that Is where Lane 
itops. But not Clark. His an- 
iwcr was: 

“No . si r; I^di(l *1®** J^is 


accomplished the president’s 
cardiac activity had ceased 
and clo^d cardiac massage 
was fnslliulcd, which made it 
impossible to inspect his 
back.” 

^ 'Vas this done after the presh 

could ta^ ca^lp bcen'blddcn dent tfitfd? ^ Not one doctor 
in iJic blood and hair,” ^aid this was done. Why 

None of the seven other 

doctors saw such a hole. _ P.u» *’ I suppose nobody r o all y Vari 
none said there was no such™ ’ 

hole. And there is good reason— 
a reason the critics elect to ig- 
nore; I 

The president remained on his | 
back, with great care taken not 
to move his head, all the line 


heiu as at-<he hospilal- 


cT 






r r-. '*•» '• 


